IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE
BEFORE THE TRADEMARK TRIAL AND APPEAL BOARD

J M Smith Corporation,
Petitioner

V. : Cancellation No. 92052254

Expedient Technology Solutions LLC,
Registrant

ANSWER TO CANCELLATION PETITION
Expedient Technology Solutions LLC (hereinafter "Registrant”) files this answer to the

allegations contained in the Cancellation Petition filed by J M Smith Corporation (hereinafter

"Petitioner").

1. Registrant admits the allegations in paragraph 1 of the Cancellation Petition.
2. Registrant admits the allegations in paragraph 2 of the Cancellation Petition.
3. Registrant is without knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the

allegations in paragraph 3 of the Cancellation Petition, and therefore denies same.

4, Registrant is without knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations in paragraph 4 of the Cancellation Petition, and therefore denies same.

5. Registrant is without knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations in paragraph 5 of the Cancellation Petition, and therefore denies same.

6. Registrant is without knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the

allegations in paragraph 6 of the Cancellation Petition, and therefore denies same.
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7. Registrant is without knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations in paragraph 7 of the Cancellation Petition, and therefore denies same.

8. Registrant is without knowledge sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
allegations in paragraph 8 of the Cancellation Petition, and therefore denies same.

9. Registrant denies the allegations in paragraph 9 of the Cancellation Petition.

10.  Registrant denies the allegations in paragraph 10 of the Cancellation Petition.

In view of the foregoing, Registrant contends that this Cancellation Petition is groundless
in fact, that Petitioner has not shown that it will be damaged by registration of Registrant's mark,
and Registrant prays that this Cancellation be dismissed.

Respectfully submitted,
Dinsmore & Shohl LLP

By _‘/‘ C ’)Lk-’\t\vc L%LL/
B. Joseph Schaeff / !

Counsel for Registrant

Fifth Third Center

One South Main Street

Suite 1300

Dayton, OH 45402
Telephone: 937-449-6436
Facsimile: 937-449-6405
joseph.schaeff@dinslaw.com



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served on Petitioner by first
class U.S. mail, postage prepaid, addressed to Nichole Andrighetti, Nelson Mullins Riley &
Scarborough LLP, 1320 Main Street/17™ Floor. Columbia SC 29201, this 5th day of May, 2010.
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